S9o	THE LAW OF IMMOVABLES
scarcely be reached without first considering the purpose of the
statute. Was this purpose to regulate the conveyance of New
Hampshire land, or was it to protect wives against the importu-
nities of embarrassed husbands ? If it was the latter, it would be
unseemly and inexpedient to extend this paternal solicitude to
wives domiciled in foreign jurisdictions. In the result the Su-
preme Court of New Hampshire considered that the object of
the statute was to protect married women within the juris-
diction, and they therefore held the mortgage to be valid. This
decision stands out as one of the few in which the matter has
been approached in this manner. It will be found, almost with-
out exception, that the term lex situs is interpreted in its narrow
literal sense as meaning that rule which applies to an analogous
situation free from all trace of foreign elements. This narrow
meaning must, of course, be adopted when the dispute concerns
the legal effects of a conveyance, as, for example, when the
question is whether there has been an infringement of the rule
against perpetuities or whether the interest created is legally
possible,1 but there is no reason why it should be regarded as
the only possible meaning. Chiwellv. Carlyori1 is one of the few
cases in which a more liberal .construction was put upon the
term lex situs. In exceptional cases there may be a local statute
which delimits the sphere of operation of some rule of the lex
situs. An instance of this is the Inheritance (Family Provisipn)
Act, I938,3 which empowers the Chancery Division to order
that reasonable maintenance for dependants shall be made out
of the estate left by the deceased. The Act is expressly limited
to persons who die domiciled in England. Therefore, the result
of this 'choice of law* clause is that if, for example, a testator
dies domiciled in Scotland, the court has no jurisdiction to
order maintenance out ofland that he leaves in England*4
The doctrine that the lex situs governs immovables is subject
to Codification in certain cases where an action concerning a
principle right of property is affected by some personal element arising
m eqmty from contract, tort, breach of trust and similar phenomena,
but before dealing with these5 it is necessary to examine rather
more closely particular applications of the overriding principle.
I./Jurisdiction.
Court of    An English Court has no jurisdiction to adjudicate upon the
r'£ht of Pr°Pert7 in> or the right to possession of, foreign im-
1 Cook, op. cit, p. 270.     z Supra, pp. 538-9.      3 i & 2 Geo, VI, c. 4$,
4 62 L.Q.& 178-9.	s See infra. do. £ta *t .^nn

